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(1) Karen Cheng . 

(2) David Rubin . 
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Status of Application: pending 
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(4) . 
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Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 



Claims discussed: 
1 and 4 



Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 5/1 0/07: 
Applicant was informed that not all the subject matter that had been withdrawn in the previous Office Action had been 
cancelled. Specifically, the subject matter that had been elected and examined was limited to the variable definitions 
of Y is phenyl, X is pyridyl, A is CO alkyl, B is CO alkyl, Z is pyridyl, and A1, A2, A3, A4, A5 form a 1,2,3-triazole ring. 
The claims still included subject matter outside the scope of the elected and examined invention. Applicant agreed to 
amend Y is aryl to Y is phenyl, X is heteroaryl containing N to X is pyridyl, A is C0-4 alkyl to A is CO alkyl, B is C0-4 
alkyl to B is CO alkyl, and Z is C3-7 cycloalkyl, heteroC3-7cycloalkyl, C0-6alkylaryl, or CO-6 alkylheteroaryl to Z is 
pyridyl in claim 1. The word substituents will be removed from the end of the definition of Z for conciseness. 
Additionally claim 4 will be amended from Z is C0-6alkylheteroaryl to Z is pyridyl. 

5/22/07: Applicant was told that the definition of A1-A5 for the 5 membered ring contained subject matter outside what 
was examined, specifically only 1,2,3-triazoles were examined while the claimed matter was drawn to 1,2,3-triazoles 
as well as 1,2,4-triazoles. Additionally, Z cannot be optionally absent as defined in Claim 1. Applicant agreed to 
amend claim 1 to read three adjacent members of the group consisting of A1,A2,A3 I A4 > and A5 are N in order to 
incorporate this limitation and to delete and Z is optionally absent from the claim. 



